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COMMENTS ON EXAMINER'S STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

MAIL STOP ISSUE FEE 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the indication of allowable subject matter in 
the Notice of Allowance mailed February 25, 2005. In the Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance accompanying the Notice of Allowance, Applicants note the following: 

Claim 1 

The Examiner states, among other things, that the reason for allowance of 
Claim 1 is that Protein Structure Prediction Using Hybrid Al Methods by Guan et al. 
("Guan et al.") "does not disclose defining a first outcome associated with a first range 
of medical costs at least as great as a cost threshold, and using a plurality of software- 
based, computer-executable machine learners to develop from the first, second and 
third subsets one or more sets of rules usable to predict the first outcome or the second 
outcome." 

To the extent that there is any implication that the patentability of Claim 1 rests 
on the recitation of the above-identified features in a single reference, Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the Examiner's Statement because it is the combination of 
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features that makes Claim 1 patentable. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claim 1 of 
the present application is allowable because Claim 1 recites a combination of features 
that is not taught or suggested by the prior art. 

Claim 17 

The Examiner states, among other things, that the reason for allowance of 
Claim 17 is that "Guan et al. does not disclose evaluating the set of computer- 
executable rules using a user selectable fitness function, and modifying the machine 
learning methods by using the results of the evaluating act, and presenting a final set of 
computer-executable rules usable to predict the first outcome or the second outcome." 

To the extent that there is any implication that the patentability of Claim 17 rests 
on the recitation of the above-identified features in a single reference, Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the Examiner's Statement because it is the combination of 
features that makes Claim 17 patentable. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claim 17 
of the present application is allowable because Claim 17 recites a combination of features 
that is not taught or suggested by the prior art. 

Claim 22 

The Examiner states, among other things, that the reason for allowance of 
Claim 22 is that "Guan et al. does not disclose defining a positive outcome associated 
with a range of medical costs equal to or greater than a cost threshold, and using a 
plurality of software-based, computer-executable machine to develop from the first, 
second and third subsets of the training data one or more sets of rules usable to predict 
either the positive outcome or the negative outcome." 

To the extent that there is any implication that the patentability of Claim 22 rests 
on the recitation of the above-identified features in a single reference, Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the Examiner's Statement because it is the combination of 
features that makes Claim 22 patentable. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claim 22 
of the present application is allowable because Claim 22 recites a combination of features 
that is not taught or suggested by the prior art. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 
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